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Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, and Messrs.
EWING, LAHOOD, SHUSTER,
ROHRABACHER, HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado,
BECERRA, LARGENT, and FATTAH
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to
‘‘nay.’’

Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr.
DELAHUNT changed their vote from
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 600

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that my name
be removed as a cosponsor from H.R.
600.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILLMOR). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Hawaii?

There was no objection.
f

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, is it
true that there will not be another
vote for about an hour on the floor, and
that we are about to take up a rule
which will consume about an hour?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House is about to take up a rule, on
which an hour’s time is allocated, so
that would be a likely conclusion.

Mr. SOLOMON. The reason I inquire,
Mr. Speaker, is to get some order in
the House so that Members can either
leave the Chamber or take seats.
f

REQUESTING THE PRESIDENT
SUBMIT A BALANCED BUDGET

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 90 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 90

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the Resolution (H. Res. 89) re-
questing the President to submit a budget
for fiscal year 1998 that would balance the
Federal budget by fiscal year 2002 without
relying on budgetary contingencies. The res-
olution shall be considered as read for

amendment. The resolution shall be debat-
able for two hours equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on the Budget
or their designees. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the resolu-
tion to final adoption without intervening
motion except one motion to recommit. The
motion to recommit may include instruc-
tions only if offered by the minority leader
or a designee. If including instructions, the
motion to recommit shall be debatable for
five minutes by its proponent and five min-
utes by an opponent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON]
is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, for the
purposes of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. MOAKLEY]
pending which I yield myself such time
as I might consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 90
provides for consideration in the House
of House Resolution 89, which is a reso-
lution requesting the President to sub-
mit a balanced budget under a struc-
tured rule. The rule provides for 2
hours of debate, divided equally be-
tween the chairman and ranking mi-
nority members of the Committee on
the Budget or their designees.

Mr. Speaker, in trying to be as fair as
possible, the rule also provides for one
motion to recommit, which may con-
tain instructions if offered by the mi-
nority leader or his designee. If it in-
cludes instructions, the motion to re-
commit is debatable for 5 minutes by a
proponent and 5 minutes by an oppo-
nent, keeping in mind that there will
have already been 2 hours of debate on
this entire issue.

Under the rules of the House, a mo-
tion to recommit is not required to be
given to the minority for the consider-
ation of a House resolution. However,
the Committee on Rules sought to pro-
vide such a motion to the minority for
the purpose of the consideration of this
bill to be, again, as fair as possible.

Mr. Speaker, after the 1996 elections
when the American people returned bi-
partisan political leadership to Wash-
ington, the Republican Congress of-
fered to begin budget negotiations
right away. As a result of this biparti-
san spirit, formal and informal discus-
sions between the Congress and the
White House on reaching a balanced
budget has been ongoing. While these
talks have been productive, they are
not yet complete, an that is the way it
has been year in and year out. It takes
time.

As we all know, on February 6 of this
year, President Clinton sent his budget
to Congress, a budget which, according
to the President, produced a surplus of
$17 billion in the year 2002, 5 years from
now. Upon the receipt of that budget,
the Republican Congress reacted in the
same spirit of bipartisan cooperation.
The budget was not declared dead on
arrival, as was so often the case when
Republican Presidents would present

their budget. Even though many of the
budget specifics do not meet the expec-
tation of many in this Congress, we
still have kept an open mind on it.

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican Congress sought to give the
administration every opportunity to
explain and sell that budget to Con-
gress and to sell it to the American
people through the regular committee
process, and that is as it should be.

After a thorough analysis by the
committees, the bipartisan member-
ship, and the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, the President’s budget fails four
specific tests, and I think that all
Members in their offices, or wherever
they might be, should pay particular
attention to this, because it is what
they were sent here to do, and that is
bring some fiscal sanity to this body.

First, it does not achieve a balance in
the year 2002; it actually leaves a defi-
cit of almost $70 billion. So what have
we succeeded in doing? The truth is
nothing in dealing with this terribly
important issue.

Second, it does not specifically re-
duce spending in the first 3 years. It ac-
tually allows, listen to this, it actually
allows the 1998 deficit to increase; not
decrease but to increase. That is this
coming year, to increase by $24 billion.
And even more so important, listen to
this, it saves 98 percent of the deficit
reduction in this whole 5-year period,
98 percent of any cuts, for the last 2
years.

Well, we all know what that means,
It means we will not get there.

Third, it does not save Medicare from
bankruptcy. It actually does less to
save Medicare than even the last Clin-
ton budget of last year.

Fourth, it does not provide perma-
nent tax relief for American families.
It actually increases taxes in the last 2
years. Imagine that. We are going to be
coming down here and voting to in-
crease taxes when the American people
are already the most heavily taxed peo-
ple in the world. As a result, the Presi-
dent’s budget is found, believe me,
found wanting.

Mr. Speaker, while we as the Con-
gress are committed to negotiating a
balanced budget agreement with the
White House, there is one nonnego-
tiable item determined by the Amer-
ican people, by the American taxpayer:
Any budget agreement must achieve
balance in the year 2002 using the same
deck of cards; in other words, compar-
ing apples to apples. And that means
using the Congressional Budget Office
scoring so that we all can be playing
with that same deck, as I said before.

This is a goal both the President and
the Congress have embraced publicly
and privately, and was perhaps the
only item agreed upon during the budg-
et negotiations of the last 2 years. Mr.
Speaker, without an agreement on the
parameters of the numbers, no real dis-
cussion on specifics can begin because
no one will believe what we are talking
about.

The President committed to this last
year by submitting two budgets scored
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